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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. PASTOR of Arizona).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
November 19, 2009.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ED PASTOR

to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day.
NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Lord God, architect divine and the
definer of measured change, help us to
seize the present moment and accept
our place in Your loving plan for us
and for this Nation.

By Your grace, enable us to notice all
the love that surrounds us and the un-
conditional love that comes from You
alone. Fill us with gracious thanks-
giving for all our many blessings, so
the joy of gratitude may be shared
with everyone who has a place at our
table of life.

To You be praise and thanks, Al-
mighty God, both now and forever.

Amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) come

forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. POE of Texas led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 10 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

———

TAKING CARE OF OUR FIRST
RESPONDERS

(Mr. ARCURI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, very often
Members stand before this body and
talk about the fact that we should
never forget 9/11. Yesterday, I had an
opportunity to stand with those first
responders who responded to 9/11, not
just the first responders themselves,
but many of the family members of
those who have passed away as a result
of their service. And it’s sad to hear
their comments that, in fact, we have
forgotten about 9/11, certainly the peo-
ple that responded first. They are in
desperate need of health care benefits
as a result of the service that they ren-
dered on that day at the World Trade
Center site.

I think, when all is said and done, the
quality of a society is not measured by
its ability to wage war but, rather, by
its ability to take care of those in its
society who need it most. These indi-
viduals need the help of Congress to
pass legislation to ensure that the
health benefits that they need as a re-
sult of their service to this country are
taken care of.

I strongly urge Congress to pass leg-
islation to ensure that our first re-
sponders are taken care of.

——
WHERE ARE THE JOBS?

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, two nights ago, America
learned that recovery.gov, the official
administration Web site, was full of
fake stimulus jobs in fake congres-
sional districts. Last night, even ABC
News broke that the Government Ac-
countability Office says that one out of
every 10 jobs created by the stimulus
are also fake. When asked about the in-
consistencies, the spokesman for recov-
ery.gov replied, Who knows, man? Who
really knows?

One thing is certain—Americans need
real jobs. I call on my colleagues to lis-
ten to Republican plans to promote
real jobs. Where are the jobs?

The Economic Recovery and Middle-
Class Relief Act of 2009, which I sup-
port, unleashes the potential of Amer-
ican small businesses. It reduces the
burden that government places on em-
ployers and employees.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

———
FIRE GRANTS REAUTHORIZATION

(Ms. SCHWARTZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SCHWARTZ. I rise today to rec-
ognize the importance of the Fire
Grants Reauthorization Act. These
grants are a prominent demonstration
of the Federal support for our Nation’s
first responders by enhancing their
ability to protect the public from fire
and related hazards. The Assistance to
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Firefighters and SAFER grants in-
cluded in the act will help ensure that
our first responders get the critically
needed personnel, equipment, protec-
tive gear, emergency vehicles, train-
ing, and upgraded facilities they need
to protect the public and the emer-
gency personnel from fire and related
hazards.

Every day our Nation’s firefighters
risk their lives to keep our commu-
nities safe. From 30,000 fire depart-
ments in the United States, a fire-
fighter responds to a fire every 20 sec-
onds. Philadelphia is home to one of
the oldest fire companies in the coun-
try, dating back to 1736. The Philadel-
phia Fire Department is one of the
busiest emergency management sys-
tems in the country, handling 260,000
responses in 2006.

Throughout my time in office, I have
fought to ensure that our firefighters
receive the respect and resources they
so keenly require. I am proud to sup-
port the reauthorization of these
grants and to support our firefighters
in the efforts to support our commu-
nities and families.

————

BLUE RIBBON BLUNDER

(Mr. COBLE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, it’s not un-
common for Presidents’ administra-
tions to commit blunders, but of the
several blunders that have been forth-
coming from this administration, the
one that stands out most prominently
is the decision to authorize prosecution
of the 9/11 terrorists in New York City.

This decision, Mr. Speaker, violates
reason and common sense. The costs
will be overwhelming, the risk not in-
significant, and the defendants will en-
thusiastically embrace the circus at-
mosphere to espouse their radical
views. I hope it is not too late to re-
scind this flawed decision and conduct
the prosecutions before military tribu-
nals.

Of the several blunders committed,
this one must be awarded the ultimate
blue ribbon. Mr. Speaker, let’s hope it’s
not too late to rescind it and move for-
ward.

———
ILLEGAL SUBSIDIES FOR AIRBUS

(Mr. INSLEE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, today in
the days of 10 percent unemployment,
it is particularly important to be fair
to the American worker. And right
now, there is a gross inequity to the
American worker pending in the con-
tract to acquire a new aerial fuel tank-
er by the U.S. Air Force.

Right now, we know that one of the
bidders, the Airbus company, has re-
ceived grossly unfair multibillion dol-
lar subsidies from the European Union
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countries. It is absolutely necessary for
the United States Air Force to factor
into this bid the illegal subsidies that
Airbus consortium has received.

It is inconceivable that one agency of
the U.S. Government has found illegal
subsidies by this bidder, and another
agency may award a bid without tak-
ing into consideration the illegal sub-
sidies found by the WTO.

We are calling for the Air Force and
the President to factor in these illegal
subsidies so the American worker gets
fairness. And that is what we deserve.

—————
THE DRUG CARTEL ARMY

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, The
Washington Times recently reported
that Mexico’s two most deadly drug
cartels have more than 100,000 foot sol-
diers in their criminal cartel armies.
That massive firepower does battle
with each other and battle with our
Border Patrol and our border sheriffs.
They fight for control over the drug
and human smuggling routes into
America.

The Kkilling is rampant in Mexico,
with over 7,000 murders this year. Law
and order are absent in parts of that
nation.

The two biggest and most violent
criminal cartels control territory along
the border at Laredo, Texas. Now, they
are considering combining their crimi-
nal enterprises. These two groups, the
Zetas and the Federation, if they unite,
their 100,000-man army will be almost
as big as the entire Mexican Army.

The threat Kkeeps building at our
southern border. Mexico is our border
neighbor, and we had better be as con-
cerned about the stability of that gov-
ernment and the security of our mu-
tual border as we are about the sta-
bility and the borders of Iraq and Af-
ghanistan.

And that’s just the way it is.

—————

SETTING THE RECORD STRAIGHT
WITH SENIORS

(Mrs. DAHLKEMPER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. Mr. Speaker,
it’s time to set the record straight. Too
many people are trying to scare our
senior citizens with misinformation.

The truth is that the Affordable
Health Care for America Act will
strengthen Medicare for seniors and ex-
tend the life of the Medicare Trust
Fund by 5 years. Without reform, the
Medicare Trust Fund will be exhausted
within the decade. What will happen to
our seniors then? It is for our seniors
that we must enact health care reform
now.

Our health care reform plan will
eliminate copayments for preventative
health services in Medicare. It will
close the prescription drug doughnut
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hole and make lifesaving medications
affordable for our seniors. And it will
make Medicare more efficient and af-
fordable for all seniors.

We owe our seniors the truth. That’s
why I’'m proud to support health care
reform that improves Medicare for sen-
iors and health care for all in our coun-
try.

———

ILLEGAL SUBSIDIES IN THE
TANKER COMPETITION

(Ms. JENKINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, in Sep-
tember, the World Trade Organization
confirmed that the European Union
doled out billions in illegal subsidies to
prop up the development of large air-
craft. Those subsidies forced companies
here in the United States to close their
doors and sent Kansans to the unem-
ployment lines.

Rather than continuing to ignore the
WTO ruling, it’s time for the Depart-
ment of Defense to do the right thing,
to take into consideration the WTO
ruling as they finalize the tanker com-
petition. At a time when the American
people are struggling, this decision has
the potential to create jobs and help
our Nation’s economy. The Department
of Defense must base its decision on a
fair and level playing field.

I am proud to stand with a bipar-
tisan, bicameral group fighting for
American workers and fighting for the
American tanker.

I urge all of my colleagues to join us
in this fight.

————

LEGAL AID FOR VETERANS

(Mr. KLEIN of Florida asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to congratulate the Legal
Aid Society of Palm Beach County for
launching a new innovative Armed
Services Advocacy Project. This new
service will provide civil legal assist-
ance to Armed Forces members who
have served in Iraq or Afghanistan and
their families. With over 1,200 veterans
of these ongoing conflicts residing in
our community, the need for these
services is tremendous.

The legal services provided by Legal
Aid will be free of charge to Active
Duty servicemembers, veterans and
their families, and will cover a range of
issues, most importantly, helping to
improve access to veterans benefits.

I believe that every person who puts
on the uniform of this country must
have access to the full range of benefits
they have earned. And this new Legal
Aid project brings us one step closer to

meeting this commitment in south
Florida.
I would 1like to thank Robert

Bertisch, Executive Director of the
Legal Aid Society of Palm Beach Coun-
ty, and Elaine Martens of the Armed
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Forces Advocacy Project, as well as all
members of the society for their dedi-
cation to serving those who have
served our country.

———————

WORKSITE ENFORCEMENT IN
FREE FALL

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
workplace immigration enforcement is
in a free fall. We will discuss this free
fall and other ways illegal immigration
adversely impacts jobs at a Republican
forum today at 1:00 p.m. in 2237 Ray-
burn House Office Building.

Workforce enforcement has dropped
across the board from 2008 to 2009. Ad-
ministrative arrests fell 68 percent.
Criminal arrests fell 60 percent. Crimi-
nal indictments fell 58 percent. Crimi-
nal convictions fell 63 percent.

It’s hard to conceive of a worse time
to cut worksite enforcement efforts by
more than half. There are 16 million
Americans out of work, and yet the ad-
ministration has chosen to ignore the
fact that there are nearly 8 million il-
legal immigrants in the workforce.

Those stolen jobs should be returned
to out-of-work citizens and legal immi-
grants. The Obama administration
should put citizens and legal immi-
grants first.

———

INDIRECT LAND USE CHANGE

(Mrs. HALVORSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. HALVORSON. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to talk about an important
issue, indirect land use change, which
affects many of my domestic ethanol
producers. It assumes that biofuel pro-
duction displaces other crops which are
then grown in other parts of the world,
leading to deforestation, and that
American biofuel producers should be
penalized for that indirect release of
carbon due to the unrelated actions of
foreign countries.

The facts are that deforestation, par-
ticularly in the Amazon, has decreased,
while domestic biofuel production has
doubled over the same period. The
House included a provision in the En-
ergy bill that prevents EPA from im-
plementing this rule for 6 years while
it is studied to see whether the theory
is scientifically sound.

Meanwhile, EPA is slated to release a
rule in December which would presum-
ably include this theory. This provision
could have harmful effects on our eth-
anol producers, and I urge EPA to re-
frain from implementing ILUC until
proper science can support it.

——
O 1015

WHO KNOWS, MAN

(Mr. MCCLINTOCK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, the
unfolding scandal of phony or inflated
job claims from the so-called stimulus
bill should shock the conscience of the
Nation and permanently stain the rep-
utation of this Congress and this Presi-
dent.

But it gets even worse if we take
them at their word. As of this morning,
the administration claims that in my
Fourth Congressional District of Cali-
fornia, the brain trust at the Treasury
has spent $182 million to save or create
all of 168 jobs. That is $1.1 million per
job. They claim to have saved or cre-
ated 110,000 jobs in California. But
75,000 of those 110,000 jobs occur in a
single ZIP code, 95814. What’s 95814?
That’s the ZIP code that encompasses
the State capitol building and the
State bureaucracies.

Stimulating the economy? Mr.
Speaker, all we’re stimulating is gov-
ernment at the expense of the econ-
omy.

————

ILLEGAL LAUNCH AID SUBSIDY

(Mr. DICKS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I'm con-
cerned about the Air Force’s approach
to acquiring the next generation of air
refueling tankers because the draft
RFP the Air Force has published has
ignored an important element in the
competition. The U.S. Government in
2004 filed a complaint with the WTO
that European governments had ille-
gally subsidized EADS/Airbus in the
development of commercial aircraft,
allowing Airbus to steal market share
and U.S. aerospace jobs. Now the WTO
panel reviewing the matter has ren-
dered an interim decision that these
subsidies were improper and caused ad-
verse effects to the interests of the
United States.

Now the Airbus/Northrop Grumman
team wants to use the A-330 platform,
which received $5.7 billion in direct
launch aid subsidy, as the airframe for
the Air Force’s refueling tanker. In so-
liciting bidders for the tanker, we sim-
ply must insist that the Department of
Defense/Air Force take into account
the illegal launch subsidy, without
which the A-330 might never have been
built.

————

MEANINGFUL HEALTH CARE
REFORMS

(Mr. LEE of New York asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. LEE of New York. A recent re-
port by the Obama administration con-
firmed that Speaker PELOSI’s health
care bill will cut seniors’ Medicare ben-
efits and, in particular, Medicare Ad-
vantage. The report from the non-
partisan Centers for Medicare and Med-
icaid Services said that Speaker
PELOSI’s bill would slash Medicare and
Medicare Advantage by more than $500
billion. According to The Washington
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Post, these massive cuts ‘““would sharp-
ly reduce benefits from some senior
citizens and could jeopardize access to
care for millions of others.”

My district in western New York has
the greatest number of Medicare Ad-
vantage enrollees in New York State.
Medicare Advantage provides seniors a
comprehensive health care plan that
they can afford, yet Speaker PELOSI’S
bill will all but destroy this program.

It’s important that Congress enact
meaningful reforms to our health care
system to improve affordability and
accessibility, but we should not financ-
ing these reforms on the backs of sen-
iors.

———————

EXTENDING FIRST-TIME HOME-
BUYER TAX CREDIT TO MILI-
TARY FAMILIES

(Mr. HALL of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. HALL of New York. Thank you,
Mr. Speaker, for the opportunity to
speak today about a very important
issue for our Nation’s military fami-
lies. On November 6, President Obama
signed into law the Worker, Homeown-
ership, and Business Assistance Act of
2009, which included an extension of
the $8,000 first-time homebuyer tax
credit. This credit offers a special rule
for servicemembers who have served on
extended overseas duties since the end
of 2008.

Those serving on extended duty out-
side the United States for at least 90
days between December 31, 2008, and
May 1, 2010, qualify for an additional 1-
year extension through May 1, 2011, of
the $8,000 first-time homebuyer credit.
We should not penalize those serving
our country overseas. I was proud to
cosponsor and vote for this provision in
the House of Representatives.

Extending this credit gives our serv-
icemembers abroad the latitude nec-
essary to take advantage of this impor-
tant provision while readjusting to ci-
vilian life back here in the United
States.

——
LEVEL THE PLAYING FIELD

(Mr. TIAHRT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, we need
an American air refueling tanker built
by an American company with Amer-
ican workers. And we need it now more
than ever. With unemployment at over
10.2, it’s unbelievable that the Pen-
tagon would consider outsourcing this
key national security asset to the
French. But not only is the Depart-
ment of Defense considering this; they
are bending over backwards to ensure
that EADS, the French company, can
compete.

The Department of Defense is turn-
ing a blind eye to the World Trade Or-
ganization’s ruling that found EADS
guilty—guilty of receiving billions of
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dollars in illegal subsidies. This dis-
torts the marketplace and gives EADS
a clearly unfair advantage in the com-
petition. The Department of Defense is
also waiving five expensive regulations
for the French company, but not for
the American workers. This makes the
American tanker more expensive and
less competitive.

The Pentagon should develop a fair
level playing field for the air refueling
tanker competition, and this can only
happen when these illegal subsidies are
considered and all regulations are
equally applied to both competitors.

———
WINNERS AND LOSERS

(Mr. LARSEN of Washington asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to express my
concern about the illegal subsidies that
have been given to Airbus by the Euro-
pean governments. It’s been widely re-
ported that the World Trade Organiza-
tion found the EU guilty of providing
Airbus with billions of dollars in illegal
and improper subsidies. These subsidies
gave Airbus an unfair advantage for
years, costing good-paying American
jobs. At the same time we’re fighting
Europeans over their illegal subsidies,
our Nation is considering buying $35
billion worth of Airbus aerial refueling
tankers.

Now who wins if we ignore these sub-
sidies? European taxpayers will get a
huge return on their illegal investment
in subsidies for Airbus and European
workers who are designing and building
the Airbus airplanes.

Who loses? U.S. workers, who will
lose their jobs, and I think our men
and women in uniform, who might get
an illegally subsidized tanker instead
of the best tanker for their mission.

Airbus’ history of subsidies should
not be ignored in this tanker competi-
tion.

———
GITMO

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Well,
the administration announced it would
hold civilian trials in New York for the
9/11 mastermind and other terrorists. I
suspect the administration hopes this
move will hasten the closure of Guan-
tanamo.

The administration’s announcement
is exasperating, irresponsible, and ab-
surd. Terrorists just do not deserve the
same right to trial as Americans. Mov-
ing terrorists to New York will give
those who wish to harm us constitu-
tional rights that they do not deserve.
Also, it will expose our intelligence-
gathering methods to the world.

For the safety of all Americans, the
trial should be held in military courts
in Guantanamo. The administration
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should never put the rights of terror-
ists above the rights of Americans.
God bless America.

MORE OF THE SAME FROM DRUG
MANUFACTURERS

(Mr. OLVER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, amidst one
of the worst recessions in our Nation’s
history, as Americans are tightening
their budgets, our friendly drugmakers
are flying high. While promising to
support the health care overhaul by
cutting $8 billion per year from our Na-
tion’s prescription drug costs, they’re
busy raising the prices of brand-name
drugs by 9 percent. That will add more
than $10 billion per year to prescription
drug costs.

While the Consumer Price Index has
fallen, the drugmakers are creating the
highest annual rate of inflation for
drug prices since 1992. It was only 3
years ago, in 2006, as the new Medicare
part D program was going into effect,
our prescription drugmakers raised
their prices by four times the general
inflation rate for the first quarter of
that year.

America, we have foxes in our hen
house. Drugmakers are up to the same
old tricks again, gouging America’s
senior citizens while pretending to
work cooperatively with us on the
health reform effort. Their profit mar-
gins are their only concern. How could
we have expected anything else?

————

GIVE AMERICA A FAIR SHAKE

(Mr. REICHERT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. REICHERT. I raise my voice
loudly today on behalf of more than
22,000 Boeing workers in my district
and all those thousands of workers
across the State of Washington. The
Department of Defense has pledged a
fair and transparent process when it
comes to awarding a new tanker con-
tract for the Air Force. It must take a
long, hard look at every angle when
dealing with these decisions about the

manufacturing of critical military
equipment.
Billions of dollars of European

“launch aid” subsidizes Airbus and
gives them a grossly unfair competi-
tive advantage in the global market-
place. This must not be ignored in
awarding a tanker contract.

This is about fairness, it’s about
common sense, and has serious impli-
cations for our economy and our na-
tional security. Boeing workers
produce the best planes in the world.
They represent a long tradition of ex-
cellence and innovation. Let’s give
America a fair shake. Let’s let the peo-
ple of Boeing build this airplane.
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2781, MOLALLA RIVER
WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS ACT

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, 1
call up House Resolution 908 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 908

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to consider in
the House the bill (H.R. 2781) to amend the
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to designate seg-
ments of the Molalla River in Oregon, as
components of the National Wild and Scenic
Rivers System, and for other purposes. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived except those arising under
clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. The amendment in
the nature of a substitute recommended by
the Committee on Natural Resources now
printed in the bill shall be considered as
adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be con-
sidered as read. All points of order against
provisions in the bill, as amended, are
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill, as amended, to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Natural
Resources; and (2) one motion to recommit
with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, for the
purposes of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from North Carolina (Ms. Foxx). All
time yielded during consideration of
the rule is for debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CARDOZA. I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members have 5 legisla-
tive days within which to revise and
extend their remarks on House Resolu-
tion 908.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. CARDOZA. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 908
provides for consideration of H.R. 2781,
a bill to amend the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act to designate segments of
the Molalla River in Oregon as compo-
nents of the National Wild and Scenic
Rivers System, under a closed rule.

[ 1030

The rule provides for 1 hour of gen-
eral debate, equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Natural Resources. The rule waives all
points of order against consideration of
the bill except for clauses 9 and 10 of
rule XXI. The rule provides that the
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute, recommended by the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, now
printed in the bill, shall be considered
as adopted. The bill, as amended, shall
be considered as read. The rule waives
all points of order against the bill, as
amended. Finally, the rule provides for
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one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

Mr. Speaker, the bill before us today,
H.R. 2781, would add two segments of
the Molalla River totaling 21.3 miles in
northwestern Oregon to the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers System. The
two segments, 15.1 miles on the main
stem of the Molalla River, and 6.2 of
the Table Rock Fork, would be des-
ignated as a recreational river.

The Molalla rises in the Cascade
Range, east of Salem. From its head-
waters above the Table Rock Wilder-
ness Area, the river flows through
cedar, hemlock and old-growth Douglas
fir forests, and basalt rock canyons
until it meets the Willamette River
near Canby. The Molalla River is an es-
sential wildlife area for the pileated
woodpecker and both golden and bald
eagles. It is also within an hour’s drive
of the Portland and Salem metropoli-
tan areas and provides significant rec-
reational opportunities for fishing,
hunting, canoeing, kayaking, white-
water rafting, mountain biking, horse-
back riding, hiking, camping, pic-
nicking, swimming and diving, all won-
derful, great traditional American rec-
reational activities.

These opportunities and a 20-mile
hiking, mountain biking area and
equestrian trail system draw over
65,000 visitors annually. I would add
that the Molalla River also served as
both a trail for indigenous Molalla In-
dians and as a vital trade route be-
tween pioneers in Oregon. The river is
also where the cities of Molalla and
Canby derive their drinking water.

In earlier planning analyses, the Bu-
reau of Land Management determined
that most of the river and the Table
Rock Fork should be considered for
designation as wild and scenic rivers.
In testimony before the House Natural
Resources Committee, BLM stated,
““the designation called for in H.R. 2781
would be largely consistent with man-
agement currently in place, and would
cause few changes to BLM’s current ad-
ministration.”

Mr. Speaker, I would like to com-
mend the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GRIJALVA) and the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. SCHRADER) for bringing this
legislation to the floor today so we can
ensure America’s beauty and natural
wonderment is preserved both now and
for future generations.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I want to thank my colleague from
California for yielding me time. I am
opposed to the rule and the underlying
bill for reasons that I will make clear
and that my colleagues will make
clear.

At this time, I would like to recog-
nize my colleague from Utah (Mr.
BisHOP) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
am opposed to the rule because an
amendment that was under my name
was not admitted in the rule by the
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Rules Committee. However, the issue
at hand in both that amendment and
the underlying bill is very small. It’s
400 acres in Oregon. That is truly, in
the scope of things, an insignificant
number. What is significant, though, is
the concept behind it, because it rep-
resents a larger, more pernicious issue
that simply the leaders of this Con-
gress are failing to address or even ac-
knowledge.

Now, I have to admit that the fact
that I am an old public schoolteacher
is part of the problem. I spent 16 years
in the Utah Legislature serving on the
Public Education Subcommittee. I un-
derstand how difficult it is for those of
us who are in the West, Mr. Speaker,
the gentleman from the other side, how
difficult it is for us to fund our public
education system. And part of it is
from the example that I have before
me.

This chart simply shows the amount
of Federal land that is owned in each
State. As you notice, there is a some-
what disproportionate amount in the
West. The Speaker’s State of Arizona
has a great deal; my State does; the
State of Oregon, a little bit less. But
nonetheless, there is a significant
amount of land that is controlled by
the Federal Government.

Many of our friends in the East who
don’t have that same opportunity have
a hard time understanding what it’s
like to be a public land State. However,
the second one, perhaps the more dif-
ficult one, is this chart which simply
shows the number of States in red are
the ones that have the most difficult
time funding their public education
system. These are the States whose
growth in public education funding is
the slowest, the most difficult.

You will notice that there is a unique
correlation to the amount of Federal
land that is owned and the inability of
States to fund their public education
system. It’s almost a one-to-one rela-
tionship that happens to be there. So
the 400 acres that would be taken out,
the potential timberland that would be
taken out of potential production in
this particular bill, actually is land
that no longer produces timber today.
That’s part of the problem.

It’s one of the reasons why we re-
ceived a letter from California and Or-
egon county officials who have what’s
called O&C land. O&C land is land that
is dedicated for timber production.
This 400 acres is not considered O&C,
but it is the same concept. It is land
that could be used for timber produc-
tion.

What this bill will do in taking this
small amount of land is to finalize and
put in statute the bad administrative
decisions of the past which have taken
it out of production so it no longer can
produce the revenue that we des-
perately need in these States to try to
fund public education. The sponsor of
this piece of legislation understood
that. He got it right. When he came be-
fore the committee in our hearing, he
simply used this statement when he
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asked the ranking member and the
chairman to find an offset so that they
did not lose the value of this small
amount, 400 acres.

Unfortunately, we did not find an off-
set, and that was the crux of my
amendment, both in committee as well
as before the Rules Committee. There
needs to be some kind of offset.

It says something even more dis-
gusting as well, that if the Interior De-
partment—of all the vast acreage of
land that the Federal Government
owns, 1 out of every 3 acres in this Na-
tion—cannot find 400 acres as an offset
for the State of Oregon, there is some-
thing terribly wrong in the mindset of
the Interior Department here in Wash-
ington.

The issue is schoolkids. Are we going
to try to help States fund their edu-
cation system or not? I recognize that
my amendment was ruled nongermane.
Our germaneness rule is used more in
its absence than in its regulation. But
the issue at hand is simply, the gen-
tleman from Oregon was right in the
hearing—he got it right when he want-
ed an offset. The leadership of this Con-
gress was wrong when they decided not
to heed his warning and not to give his
request. Today it’s 400 acres. Tomorrow
it may be 16,000 acres in another bill or
9.8 million acres in another bill.

It simply says, our kids are props for
political purposes around here, but we
really don’t care about trying to find a
long-term funding solution. The Rules
Committee made this amendment out
of order. I recognize that they can jus-
tify that on the grounds of germane-
ness. They could have just as easily in-
corporated the amendment without
that as well. We do it all the time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Ms. FOXX. I yield the gentleman 1
additional minute.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. We justify
those kinds of decisions all the time. I
recognize that the Rules Committee
will take its orders from leadership.
That has to happen. They cannot ig-
nore those things. But at the same
time, had the Rules Committee fol-
lowed the wishes of the gentleman
from Oregon, we could actually be set-
ting a precedent to help kids. When the
Rules Committee failed to heed the re-
quest of the gentleman from Oregon,
the sponsor of this piece of legislation,
when he was justified and correct in
coming before our hearing, what it
simply said was that we put kids at a
lesser priority than other protected
kinds of issues.

Once again, this is the problem. It is
this amount of land that causes the dif-
ficulty of Western States—all of our
Western States on a State level—to
provide for their needs. And that’s
what our amendment could solve. That
amendment was not made in order.
That is simply wrong. Please vote
down the rule so that we can put this
amendment back in place.

Mr. CARDOZA. In response to the
gentleman from Utah, I would say the

The
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following. Two of the amendments that
the gentleman offered to the Rules
Committee on H.R. 2781—one amend-
ment was nothing more than political
talking points with zero substance. The
second, the other amendment, was both
nongermane and a violation of PAYGO
under the House rules.

Further, I would add in response to
the questions with regard to the
Obama administration that, on Novem-
ber 13, the Obama administration reit-
erated in a letter to Chairman
GRIJALVA, stating, ‘“There are no tim-
ber contracts within the Federal lands
proposed for designation under H.R.
2781.” I would like to insert into the
RECORD a letter from the department
indicating that to the chairman.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
. Washington, DC, November 13, 2009.

Hon. RAUL GRIJALVA,

Chairman, Subcommittee on National Parks,
Forests, and Public Lands, House Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, House of Rep-
resentatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Enclosed are re-
sponses prepared by the Bureau of Land
Management to questions submitted fol-
lowing the Subcommittee’s Thursday, Octo-
ber 1, 2009, hearing on, H.R. 2781, ‘‘Molalla
River: National Wild and Scenic River Sys-
tem.”

Thank you for the opportunity to provide
this material to the Subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks, Forests, and public Lands.”

Sincerely,
CHRISTOPHER P. SALOTTI,
Legislative Counsel, Office of
Congressional and Legislative Affairs.

Enclosure.

QUESTIONS FOR ROBERT ABBEY, DIRECTOR, BU-
REAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT
OF THE INTERIOR.

Questions from Representative Grijalva:

1. How does BLM usually manage private
land within wild and scenic river corridors?

Answer. Under the Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act, the Federal government has no author-
ity to manage private lands within wild and
scenic river corridors.

2. Are there any timber contracts within
the corridor of the proposed designation for
the Molalla?

Answer. The BLM in Oregon informs me
that there are no timber contracts within
the Federal lands proposed for designation
under H.R. 2781, which designates segments
of the Molalla River in Oregon as compo-
nents of the National Wild and Scenic River
System.

Third, with regard to Mr. SCHRADER’S
comments, the gentleman said that we
should have heeded Mr. SCHRADER’S
comments. Well, guess what. Rep-
resentative SCHRADER, who represents
this area, expressed a concern, as the
gentleman indicated, about this issue
at the Natural Resources Committee
hearing in October. He also states in a
letter to us, that I will have inserted in
the RECORD, that since that time he
has investigated this concern with the
agencies on the ground and wrote the
committee on November 10 to say that
he was totally satisfied that the bill
will not remove trees from the timber
stock because there are no timber con-
tracts planned in the area, and there
are none now, and there are none
planned. So I would like to submit for
the RECORD Mr. SCHRADER'’s letter.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, November 10, 2009.
Hon. NICK RAHALL
Chairman, House Committee on Natural Re-
sources, Longworth House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I write to express my
support for the committee’s amendments to
my bill, H.R. 2781, to designate segments of
the Molalla River in Oregon as components
of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers Sys-
tem.

At the October 28th markup of H.R. 2781,
mention was made of a statement in my tes-
timony regarding 420 acres of timber man-
agement, or ‘‘matrix,” lands that will be
within the river corridor when my bill is en-
acted. Since the October 1st hearing before
the National Parks, Forests and Public
Lands Subcommittee at which I testified, I
have consulted both the Bureau of Land
Management and committee staff about
those matrix lands. I am satisfied that this
designation will not remove trees from the
timber stock: there are no timber contracts
in that area, and no timber sales are
planned.

I reserve the right to offset logging acreage
in future bills I might introduce, but I see no
need to add such language to H.R. 2781 at
this time. Thank you for your support of this
legislation which has overwhelming support
within my district and thank you for all
your work you do as Chairman of the Nat-
ural Resources Committee.

Sincerely,
KURT SCHRADER,
Member of Congress.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Utah.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I appreciate the
comments made by the gentleman
from California, and I think I tried to
state those comments earlier on.

The letter we received from the Asso-
ciation of O&C Counties—that’s Oregon
and California—concerned about this
particular issue does include and spe-
cifically mentions these 411 acres in
this National Wild and Scenic Rivers
bill. I also recognize that the gen-
tleman from Oregon, who is the spon-
sor of this bill, has since sent a letter
that says that it does not have an im-
pact. It does not have an impact be-
cause of bad administrative decisions
made earlier that have already taken
this out of timber production.

What we are doing with this bill is
now putting that in statute so that we
cannot at some time reverse that with
the ease with which we took them out
in the first place. We have made bad
decisions time after time after time,
which has impacted the timber indus-
try in these States and has impacted
their ability to fund their local govern-
ments and especially their education
system. That was the fundamental rea-
son it was ruled out of order. It vio-
lated PAYGO because, if you actually
did put that, those funds would have to
be shared with the local States.

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
gentleman’s courtesy in permitting me
to speak on this, as I appreciate his
clarity in moving it forward. It is my
privilege to represent part of
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Clackamas County in my congressional
district. Now while I don’t actually
have the area in question, I have
worked very hard with my colleague
Congressman SCHRADER to make sure
that the interests of this diverse coun-
ty are, in fact, represented. And if one
came from Mars and listened to the de-
bate, they might be a little confused on
this point.

First, the land in question is not O&C
land. It is BLM land. There is no fiscal
impact here. There is no timber that is
involved. I worked very closely with
this county and have for decades. The
county commissioners now, as they
have in the past, have been very care-
ful to heed the balance of resource pro-
tection, economic development, the en-
vironment, and tourism in the broad
range of areas. I have worked with
them on wilderness legislation, in wild
and scenic legislation, including the
one signed into law by President
Obama at the beginning of this year.

I have had times when they have
been hesitant because they have had
questions about whether the benefits of
economic development of tourism, of
wilderness protections, would offset po-
tential loss of timber production. The
county has gone through the process
here yet again. It is their judgment,
and one that I strongly support, that
the resource protections to have this
stretch of the Molalla River being
granted Wild and Scenic protection is
well worth it.

There is a minuscule amount of land
that would not be removed from poten-
tial harvest, but it’s not going to be
harvested now. It’s not going to be har-
vested in the future. If the gentleman
would come with me to Clackamas
County, Congressman SCHRADER and I
would be pleased to show him this pre-
cious resource and why there was never
any question that this would not be
harvested.

So people can go on and confuse BLM
land with O&C land. They can talk
about their disputes with this adminis-
tration and past administrations about
timber practices. That’s fair game. And
they will battle that. Frankly, the
American public supports wilderness
protection. The American public wants
the protection not just of Wild and Sce-
nic Rivers but of our precious water-
sheds where half the people in my
State get their water from national
timberland. As my friend from Cali-
fornia knows, this is a very sensitive
issue these days.

0 1045

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to support
this rule. I am proud to support this
underlying legislation. It has been
carefully crafted by my friend, the gen-
tleman from Clackamas County. He
lives in this county not very far from
the river that would be so designated.
It is a testament to his quick assimila-
tion into the ways of the House of Rep-
resentatives, to be able to move for-
ward with significant wild and scenic
legislation, to be able to work with the
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local environmentalists, work with the
county commission, to come forward
with something that not only will pro-
tect a natural resource for years to
come, but it is also going to enhance
the local economy.

This will in fact deal with the future
of the children of Clackamas County
because the economic development po-
tential that will be generated by people
who use this waterway, you come year
round and not just in high water times,
people navigate these waters in
Clackamas County. It is a growing and
thriving area of economic develop-
ment, of recreation for people young
and old, and for the character of a
unique county in our State and in our
Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to speak in
support of the rule, the underlying leg-
islation, and I look forward to passage
of both.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

You know, Republicans are getting
very tired of being accused of not being
sensitive to our environment. We are
very sensitive to the environment. We
want to protect water everywhere. We
have been very, very vocal on that
issue, especially this session, especially
as it has related to the West, and my
colleague on the Rules Committee
knows that.

However, we are also concerned
about jobs for the American people. We
know that the unemployment rate has
recently reached a record high of 10.2
percent, the highest unemployment
rate our country has in 26 years, and
aptly described in a Wall Street Jour-
nal editorial this week, ‘It is no won-
der Americans seem to have only three
things on their mind right now: jobs,
jobs, and jobs.”

If nothing else, the Federal Govern-
ment should do no harm to the job
market—that is common sense—but
that is exactly what the Democrats in
charge are doing with this legislation
today. They are going to be harming
American families by increasing unem-
ployment.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from TUtah (Mr. BISHOP),
who is going to deal with some of the
issues that our colleague from Oregon
has raised on this issue.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
appreciate the time.

I am sorry that the gentleman from
Oregon came in late during the discus-
sion and has left that side of the aisle.
I want to make it very clear, when I
was making my first statements, I did
not say that these 400 acres were O&C
lands—I made that very clear—but
they are treated like O&C lands, which
is why the local leaders from Oregon
and California sent the letter and spe-
cifically asked any kind of lands taken
out of the ability to be used for timber
production be offset. They specifically
requested in a number of other areas
this particular area that will be made
wild and scenic. This is the request
that comes from the local leaders in
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California and Oregon which recognizes
what happens when these lands are
taken out of production, and they
clearly, as I do, understand that there
is economic development from tourism.
There is also economic development
from manufacturing and there is also
economic development from timber
harvest, and they each have a different
role to play. And each have a different
amount of money they do to help Kkids.

These local leaders recognize that
fact which is why they supported what
the sponsor of this bill originally want-
ed to do. Unfortunately, the House
leadership has not recognized what his
wishes were and has not done what the
sponsor originally wanted to do.
Though he has now changed his mind,
he says these lands are not now pro-
ducing timber, that is not the issue.
The issue is will they ever be useful in
that particular effort. That is what we
are trying to do with the amendment
which should have been made in order.
It should have been part of the original
bill that came out of the committee.
There is no reason why it should not
have been.

Now, I recognize there is a signifi-
cant issue, Mr. Speaker, and let me do
just one thing very quickly, because
what these local leaders are talking
about is specifically allowing them to
have some kind of control over their
own destiny. We see that played out in
bill after bill and issue after issue on
this floor.

The other week we passed a small
bill, maybe some of you have read
about it in the papers, about health
care. One of the issues of that bill is it
stops local, creative, alternative ap-
proaches.

The State of Utah started a local ap-
proach for health care reform. They
got it right. It was based on empower-
ment of individuals by employers who
would now have a common under-
standing of what they would have to
spend on health care, to be able to give
that to their employees, so the employ-
ers go to a State index where they have
presently 66 options from which to
choose. It was an effort to empower in-
dividuals. It is an effort of States to
solve their own problems because
States understand the unique demo-
graphic needs that they have in those
particular States. Unfortunately, the
bill that was passed, if it were to go all
of the way through the system, stops
the States dead in their tracks from
actually implementing their own local
reforms, just like this would stop the
local areas from implementing their
own local reforms.

Now, I hope we understand how sig-
nificant it is that you can’t get enough
experts here in one particular room to
solve all of the problems in the world,
and we should look at the concept of
States and local governments having
their own ability to experiment and
their own ability to meet their local
demographic’s needs and their own
ability to come up with unique and
clear ideas, and we should be empow-
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ering local governments to make those
decisions, not restricting them with a
one-size-fits-all mentality or telling
them what they will and will not do on
the local level.

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, as part
of the course of debate, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina indicated
that they have been very supportive of
the environment, and she has indicated
that they are getting a bad rap, as it
were, for not being supportive of the
environment. I would like to ask the
gentlelady how many wild and scenic
bills have they supported on the floor
this session of Congress. I know we
have had a number, and I don’t recall a
one that they have supported.

Mr. Speaker, at this time I yield to

the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
DEFAZIO).

Mr. DEFAZIO. I thank the gen-
tleman.

Ms. FOXX. Would the gentleman
yield?

Mr. DEFAZIO. I yield to the gentle-
lady.

Ms. FOXX. I thank the gentleman
from Oregon for yielding.

We have voted for all of the wild and
scenic bills that have met the proper
definition of wild and scenic rivers.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Okay. That would
raise a further interrogatory with me:
How many did you deem in your opin-
ion met the proper definition?

I yield.

Ms. FOXX. Not the one in Massachu-
setts, the Taunton River, and not this
one.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Thank you.

Reclaiming my time, it is interesting
to me, and I represent one of the dis-
tricts most impacted by changes in
Federal forest policy and suffering
some of the highest rates of unemploy-
ment in the United States, and it is in-
teresting to hear the gentleman from
Utah now come before us as such a tre-
mendous advocate for local govern-
ments with revenues created or shared
from Federal lands, because when we
were in a crisis, the Bush administra-
tion having made no changes in Fed-
eral forest policy and still limping
along during the 6 years that the Re-
publicans controlled the House, the
White House and the Senate, the guar-
antees that had been put in place to
ameliorate the impact of the Clinton
forest plan, which I opposed, expired.
They just expired while George Bush
was in the White House and the Repub-
licans controlled the House and the
Senate.

Now I wonder about that tremendous
concern. At that time when they con-
trolled everything, they had an oppor-
tunity to continue a program that
would fund sheriffs and would maintain
our jail space and would fund our
roads, bridges, and highways on the
county system, would help fund
schools, they just walked away from it.
They let it die. And it took the Demo-
crats 5 months to pass, after we took
control from the Republicans, despite
the objections of the Republicans and
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the Bush administration, to pass legis-
lation to give emergency payments for
1 year, and then yet again the Demo-
crats in the last Congress extended the
program for 4 years with a phasedown.

I actually did bring my bill for au-
thorizing programs to the floor of the
House last year on June 5, 2008. It was
brought up under a suspension of the
rules, unfortunately. Because of Repub-
lican opposition to the bill, it was
deemed it would have to come up under
suspension of the rules. We got 218
positive votes; 16 of those were Repub-
lican, 16, but it was not the gentleman
from Utah. He opposed my proposal.

Suddenly, now, over a little 400 acres
of land, which does not have any poten-
tial to produce any large amount of
money, if any, under the current forest
management, he wants to block this
bill. But last year when the oppor-
tunity to vote to extend funding to all
of the counties and school districts in
America, and his State would have
been one of the greatest beneficiaries
outside of Oregon and California, he
voted ‘‘no.”

So sometimes around here, I think
the proof is in the pudding on how you
vote. I think it is an objection of con-
venience on the part of the gentleman,
this sudden, newfound concern for local
governments and schools for the non-
existent revenue from this very small
parcel of land as opposed to the bene-
fits that would accrue to that area by
the protection of this. The local gov-
ernments and all of the other officials
in that area support the legislation.
They aren’t concerned about some the-
oretical, infinitesimal loss of money.
They are more concerned about pro-
tecting the resource and developing
that area into a recreation corridor
that will attract people from around
the State and perhaps from around the
Nation to that area. That is part of
their 1local economic development
strategy, and that is what the local
governments want. That is what the
Representative for that district wants.
That is what I support, and I will just
say that any specious argument that
somehow this hurts local government,
hurts schoolkids, hurts public safety,
coming from someone who opposed an
opportunity to give robust funding for
public safety, schoolkids all across
America, to all of these distressed
counties, is a little bit out of line.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

You know, from almost the very first
day when I came here, I heard my col-
league from Oregon blaming George
Bush for everything insufficient in this
country. That started in 2005 and he is
still doing that, just like many of our
colleagues here. But the Democrats in
charge can’t hide from the fact that
they now control the House, the Sen-
ate, and the White House, and what are
they doing to solve the problems? Very
little.

I want to say that the sponsor of the
bill actually brought up this issue that
our friends across the aisle are trying
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to say now is our issue, but unfortu-
nately the sponsor of the bill has been
helped to change his mind on the issue
by the Democrats in charge because it
suits their purposes more.

And actually, the GOP has been the
leader in starting good environmental
programs in this country, just as we
were the people who passed the civil
rights bills back in the sixties without
very much help from our colleagues
across the aisle. They love to engage in
revisionist history.
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Mr. Speaker, I would like to say that
this bill could have been brought to the
floor under an open rule, and we could
have been debating amendments. But
it’s been brought in a closed rule. Actu-
ally, this bill is probably going to pass,
the rule and the bill will pass over-
whelmingly; and the real reason that
we’re doing this today is to kill time
again. We’ve been voting on a lot of
things we haven’t really needed to vote
on with a recorded vote because the
majority wants to, again, kill time in
order to be dealing with problems
where their majority is not going to
hold very well.

What we are going to be voting on a
little later today, we think, is a bill
which our colleagues across the aisle
call the ‘“‘doc fix’’ but we call the ‘‘doc
trick.” It’s really a Trojan horse. Sup-
posedly it is going to take care of the
reimbursements for physicians in our
country that are scheduled to be cut
next year by 20 percent.

But this ‘‘doc trick,” as I said, is
really a Trojan horse because it is not
deficit neutral, and it is a bill that is
going to increase spending by at least
$209 billion plus another $70 billion
that’s hidden in administrative actions
by the Department of Health and
Human Services. So it’s going to really
cost $279 billion. When you take the
“‘doc trick” in combination with the
health care bill, the combination in-
creases the deficit by $100 billion.

This is unconscionable in a time
when we have the largest deficit ever
in the history of this country, which is
the biggest concern of the people in
this country. They are not as con-
cerned about health care as they are
about jobs and about the horrible debt
that we are incurring not only for our-
selves but for our children and our
grandchildren.

Republicans have made a commit-
ment that if we take back the majority
next year, we will fix this reimburse-
ment for physicians permanently. But
that’s not what’s going to happen with
the ‘‘doc trick” shell game that is
being brought to us. And what they’re
going to do is say that it’s going to be
compliant with PAYGO.

You know, every time I hear the
term “PAYGO,” we know, and the
American people are beginning to no-
tice, that it is a big joke. It’s been
talked about as a joke by almost every
editorial in the country. The Wash-
ington Post has called it a shell game,

November 19, 2009

budgetary smoke and mirrors. It’s
going to add billions to the deficit even
though President Obama promised, ‘‘If
you’re a taxpayer concerned about defi-
cits, I want to reassure you that I am
too. That’s why I have pledged I will
not sign health insurance reform that
adds even one dime to our deficit over
the next decade and I mean it.”” This
was said by President Obama in Shaker
Heights, Ohio, on the 23rd of July.

We also know that the Senate has al-
ready rejected a bill almost exactly the
same as the one that’s going to be
voted on today. Thirteen Democrat
Senators opposed it. Senator KENT
CONRAD said, “‘I don’t agree with just
adding that amount to the debt.” He
happens to be a Democrat from North
Dakota. Senator EVAN BAYH, a Demo-
crat in Indiana, said he couldn’t sup-
port it at a time when we are hem-
orrhaging red ink. Senator JOE
LIEBERMAN, independent, but caucusing
with the Democrats said, ‘‘Out of no-
where we’re asked to provide $250 bil-
lion to cover services without any pay-
ment for it, increasing the debt by that
amount.” He added that if lawmakers
pass health care reform that includes a
public option, the debt crisis will only
worsen.

This is the wrong direction to be
going in this country, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause we’re